Abstract: This paper raises some questions about Brexit in light of international development cooperation and policy studies. Brexit could be a disrupting critical juncture for UK policy and international development institutions after an extended period as a member of the European Union (EU). Consequently, it calls for investigating ongoing or potential policy reform in the UK's international development programmes, the identification of policies that will not correspond to the requirements of the UK's international development agenda in relation to Brexit, and the new policies that will replace them. Furthermore, it argues for the importance of the analysis of the nature and process of such policy reforms, and the attitudes of principal actors towards them. Examining these issues can reveal how a state could untangle and reconfigure itself amidst a complex institutional network of regional states' association in the 21 st Century.
Other scholars concur with the arguments of Price (2016) , (e.g. Sanders, 2016; Watchins, 2016; Lightfoot et al., 2017) that the UK's global leadership position stems from its role as a significant contributor to the European Development Fund (EDF), which is designated for the AFT. Thus, the UK has had a significant influence on the prioritisation of the EU's external assistance towards the ACP countries of its choice (Price, 2016; Sanders, 2016; Watchins, 2016; Lightfoot et al., 2017) . These arguments are further supported by a Department for International Development (DFID) report indicating that its development position stems from the collective efforts of several states and partners (DFID, 2013) . Thus, without reconfiguration of its international development policies, Brexit will jeopardise the UK's global leadership position.
In this light, Price (2016) argues that the ACP Commonwealth countries will retain their trade ties with both the EU and UK after Brexit, but that if the UK cannot match the trade benefits the EU provides for ACP states, it risks losing the market without new trade arrangements. To foster UK trade liberalisation agenda in the global south, reforms will be needed in its international development policies, especially if it wants to compete with the EU and other ACP trade partners who could have far better offers to make, as for example China (Siles-Brúgge, 2016; Murray-Evans, 2016) .
The UK government has indicated it will continue to partner with the EU in international development on a case-by-case basis, subject to "transparency, accountability, and value for money" (DFID, 2017, p. 2). However, it will pursue its ambition of being the leading actor in international development (DFID, 2017) . Thus, this is an indication that the UK's international development policies will undergo specific reforms, permitting its pursuit of ambitious development goals and, at the same time, cooperate on a case-by-case basis with the EU.
The new research agenda for scholars interested in development and policy studies would be to investigate any ongoing or potential policy reforms in the UK's international development programmes because of Brexit; to identify policies that will not correspond to the requirements of the UK's international development agenda in relation to Brexit, and the new policies that will replace them. Furthermore, the focus would be to analyse the nature and process of such policy reforms and the attitudes of principal actors towards policy reforms. Research on policy reform and attitudes towards them is scarce in comparison to other areas in international development cooperation, as it is concerned with Brexit, and which have been extensively studied: trade, development aids, security, human rights, climate change, research (Ansorg & Haastrup, 2016; Langan, 2016; Lilley, 2016a Lilley, , 2016b Murray-Evans, 2016; Price, 2016; Sanders, 2016; Henökl, 2017; Lightfoot et al., 2017) .
Nevertheless, examining policy reform and attitude surrounding it could be challenging theoretically. According to Henökl (2017) , most studies on Brexit lack theoretical rigour. However, there are many models of policy reform, or more broadly, policy change such as policy learning, advocacy coalition, path dependence, policy diffusion, institutional change, punctuated equilibrium and multi-level governance (Cerna, 2013) , that can be applied. Nevertheless, this paper argues that the path dependence model can be a good approach.
The philosopher Heraclitus argued that "all is flux" implying that the world is continually changing (Peters, Pierre & King, 2005) . This assumption has shaped the study of public policy in recent times and has created a dualism in public policy literature (Peters et al., 2005) . On the one hand, there is a body of literature emphasising the persistence of policy and its path dependency. On the other, though relatively small, there is a body of literature that emphasises policy change (Peters et al., 2005; Steinmo, 2008.) . Most policy areas exhibit the elements of both stability and change. Thus, these two bodies of literature are essential for understanding policy (Steinmo, 2008; Fioretos et al., 2016) .
The dominant strand of political thought has assumed equilibrium, stability, and some relief in reaching an agreement in public policy (Peters et al., 2005) . The approaches emphasising equilibrium include rational choice theories, systems analysis, and some international relations literature (Shepsle, 2006; Steinmo, 2008; Hall, 2010) . Historical institutionalism emphasises stability (Suddaby, Foster & Mills, 2014) . Theoretically, the central analytic notion of path dependence in historical institutionalism masks underlying forces (institutions and actors) that resist change in policy or programme (Capoccia, 2015) .
It thus assumes that policymaking processes are characterised by self-reinforcing elements that resist change over an extended period once a pattern has been established (Cerna, 2013; Capoccia, 2015; Pierson, 2015; Fioretos et al., 2016) . The stability of policies stems from the adhesive nature of institutions and actors within them, guarding against changing the existing practices, rules, and norms once a pattern has been established (Greener, 2002; Cerna, 2013; Pierson, 2015) . The resistance of change is a function of the high costs of policy reversal (Levi, 1997; Pierson, 2000; , as public policies and formal institutions are often designed to ensure continuity (Pierson, 2000; Rixen & Viola, 2015) .
However, this extended period of stability-path dependency could be disrupted by a turbulent critical juncture (Capoccia, 2015) . The critical juncture is a moment of uncertainty or crisis in which decisions of key actors are crucial for the choice of one policy direction over other potential options (Capoccia, 2015) . Thus, examining whether key actors in the UK's international development agenda will attempt to resist policy reforms is imperative. Several studies have applied the path dependence model to various UK policy areas from health care reforms (e.g., Wilsford,1994; Greener, 2002; Pollitt, Harrison, Dowswell, Jerak-Zuiderent & Bal, 2010) to the development of university high-tech spinout companies (Vohora, Wright & Lockett, 2004) .
It is therefore envisaged that the path dependence model can be applied in the analysis of various institutional reconfigurations that may take place in the UK's international development front and in other areas of diplomatic ties. Brexit could be a critical juncture that disrupts several policy areas in the UK's international development institutions after an extended period of its membership of the EU. Thus, Brexit provides a good example of a critical juncture, or what Peters et al. (2005) refer to as the "formative moments" when path dependency collapses and enthrones new institutions.
Brexit as a critical juncture could enthrone new priorities, new objectives, new rules, and new practices in the UK's international development agenda and the development of new political and administrative alliance to sustain the new policies. In this context, the question that arises is: is Brexit a critical juncture for the UK's international development programme? If it is, what is the nature and process of the policy reforms that will take place and what are the key actors' attitudes towards policy reforms? These questions are yet to be addressed by scholars, and deserve scholarly attention for their potential to help us understand how a state can untangle itself from the complex institutions of regional states' association and the reconfiguration that will follow from it.
The path dependence model has the limitation of not being able to explain or predict policy change in critical junctures adequately (Peters et al., 2005; Lowndes, 2010; Capoccia, 2015) . Therefore, attention should be paid not only to the ideas and exogenous factors that drive the policy choices and that shape the policy reform process but also on "the larger social, economic and political context in which these ideas are situated" (Peters et al., 2005 (Peters et al., , p. 1297 . This approach has been found to give better results (Peters et al., 2005) .
